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so long a period as had elapsed since the words were
written upon it.
What was the origin of this piece of paper? There was
only one answer to this question that would satisfy all
the conditions. It formed part of an envelope which
had been through the post. The centre, bearing the
name and address, had been torn out of the front of this
envelope. This would account for the quality of the
paper, and the fact that it was soiled on the written
side only. The inside of an envelope would normally
remain clean.
This conclusion, trifling though it was, seemed to Dr.
Priestley to introduce an element of doubt. Faversham,
and apparently everybody else concerned, accepted the
theory that Alcott, being in the neighbourhood of Wey-
ford and hearing that his one-time employer had a
house in the district, had asked some unknown person
for his address, and that person had written it down on
a scrap of paper.
Dr. Priestley felt convinced that this theory was in-
correct. It would have been a very remarkable thing
if the unknown person applied to by Alcott had pos-
sessed an envelope, addressed to Faversham some weeks
before. Even if this could have been considered likely,
why had not the envelope been handed over intact?
Alternatively, what could have been the source of the
envelope? If it had been through the post, as its ap-
pearance suggested, it must have been received by
Faversham at Markheys. And after that? It would
probably have been thrown into the waste-paper basket.
The eventual destination of the contents of Markheys'
waste-paper baskets was probably the bonfire in the
garden. Bat anybody who had access to the place could
have abstracted this particular envelope without diffi-
culty. But why? And how had the address, without

